Notes to Chapter
(i) Heberden, 'On the mortality of London*, Medical Transactions of the College of
Physicians, iv, p. 103. For the history of the Bills of Mortality and discussions as to their
defects and omissions see C. H. Hull, The Economic Writings of Sir William Petty, 1899,
i, pp. Ixxx-xti; Maitland, Hist, of London, 1756, ii, p. 74° &5 Ogle, Inquiry into the
Trustworthiness of the Old Bills of Mortality', Journal of the Statistical Society, LV. p.
437 ff.; Christie, Some Account of the Company of Parish Clerks, 1893. For the actual
variations between the Bills and the parish registers see Appendix I, B. Whether the Bills
(and also the registers) became more or less defective as tune went on is a matter of con-
troversy; Price wrote in 1780, the Bills 'are indeed defective, but in consequence of a
great decrease of dissenters, they are less so than they used to be'. Essay on Population,
p. 60. Lysons found in 1795 that an excess of baptisms over burials at Bethnal Green was
*to be attributed to some private burial-grounds where the fees are somewhat lower than
in that belonging to the parish'. Environs..., ii, p. 37. Malcolm attributed a decrease in
burials in Whitechapel after 1783 to 'a number of cheap burying-grounds'; Jews certainly
increased in the eastern parishes. Londwmm Redivivum, iii, p. 230, etc.
 (2)	*Sir J. Nickolls* (Dangeul), Remarks on the Advantages andDisadvantages of France
end. Great Britain in regard to Commerce ..., 1754, p. 188.
 (3)	C. Morris, Observations on the past Growth and present State of London, 1751, p. ro6.
 (4)	Price, Observations on. * .the Population ... (Appendix to Morgan's Assurances,
p. 274). This curious interpretation of luxury is illustrated by his account of the population
of Birmingham:
(ajx 1700   15,042 inhabitants,  6   to a house.
1750   23,688        „        5-2.
1770   30,804        „         51        „
*In this account we see the gradual progress of luxury at Birmingham, the houses having
increased so much foster than the people.' (ibid.)
In 1783 Price estimated that the populations of England and Wales had decreased by a
million and a half since the Revolution, 'the inhabitants of the cottages thrown down in
the country fly to London, there to be corrupted and perish." (Observations on Reversionary
Payments, ed. of 1783, Supplement II, p. 256.) 'In London those who used to live plain
must now Mve high, those who used to walk must now be carried. This is the reason of
the increase of consumption in London and not an increase of the inhabitants, for the
number of inhabitants is certainly (if any regard is due to the Bills) less now than it was
thirty years ago.' (ibid, p, 257 el) His arguments were based partly on the burials in the
Bills, partly on the returns of houses for the window tax (see note 42, Chapter 2) and
inhabited house duty. See Essay on the Population of England and Wales^ 1780.
(5) The returns for 1631 in the following table are from a report by the Lord Mayor to
the Privy Council who had asked for an estimate of the number of mouths, fearing a scar-
city, printed in Schedule C of the Report of the City Day Census, 1881. See Notes and
Queries^ nth Series, i, p. 426,1910.
Those of 1695 are Gregory King's estimate taken from the books of the Hearth Office
and the returns of Chimney Money, plus an allowance of 10 per cent for omissions and of

